Lines of critical points which emerge from the two-dimensional planar model's multicritical point are analyzed, These lines seem to be in the same universality class as both the Ashkin-Teller and the eight-vertex (8V) models' critical lines, with the multicritical point being isomorphic with the 8V model at both the points tanh2& = W2/2 and -1. Letter, we argue that one of these lines (which is isomorphic to three others) is, in fact, in the same universality class as the AT and eight-vertex (8V) models.
six lines of continuously varying critical behavior emerging from this multicritical point. In this Letter, we argue that one of these lines (which is isomorphic to three others) is, in fact, in the same universality class as the AT and eight-vertex (8V) models.
The excitation model has two kinds of integer quantum numbers: m(R), which describes vortices at the dual-lattice sites, R; and n(P), which describes the breaking of the planar model's rotational symmetry. The excitation Hamiltonian, H[n, rn] (2) r ly solvable when the y's go to zero and has a multicritical behavior at the MCP In this paper, we limit ourselves to p=4, which is the symmetry breaking appropriate to the AT model. In fact, the model reduces to the AT model in the AT limit:
K"= 16lK; yo =y~= 1.
On the other hand, the excitation model is exact-K"=E =4; yo=yp=0. 
The connection with the AT model is that in the limit (3) The expansions now imply that near the second identification point
These statements are consistent with all the data we have about the AT~odel. In particular, Eq. (13a) was proposed by Enting" on the basis of data near T4= -, ' and T~= 0 and in analogy to a similar relation" which seems to hold for the 8V model. They both hold" to first order in T4 near the decoupling point T4= 0 and are consistent with Enting's result' for the Potts point, T4 = 2. These relations may be exact. Now let us follow another tack. Follow Ditzian" and Enting" and assume that the 8V model and the AT model will fall into exactly the same universality class, without any change in the identification of operators. The first consequence of this universality assumption is that we can also identify our MCP with some point of the 8V model in exactly the same manner as we did for the AT model except that the AT variable S is replaced by the 8V variable LLt, . We can then identify our expression point as the one at which x, sv(t) =2, or where n= -~. We know immediately that our point is then the E-model limit of the 8V model, that is it corresponds to the point t= -1' T =2 1 2~ (14) The point T4= 
